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PATENT 



Sir: 

TRANSMITTAL LETTER 

In regard to the above-identified patent application: 

1 . We are transmitting herewith the attached: 

a. PTOL-85 Part B - Fee(s) Transmittal (w/duplicate); 

b. Comments on Reasons for Allowance 

c. Check; 

d. Return Postcard 



2. With respect to additional fees: 



Check in the Amount of $1,409.00 

Please charge any additional fees or credit over-payments to the Deposit Account No. 13- 
2490. A duplicate copy of this Transmittal Letter is enclosed for this purpose. 



4. CERTIFICATE OF MAILING UNDER 37 CFR § 1.8: The undersigned hereby certifies that 
this Transmittal Letter and the papers, as described in paragraph 1 herein-above, are being 
deposited with the United States Postal Service with sufficient postage as "First Class Mail" in an 
envelope addressed to: Mail Stop ISSUE FEE, Commissioner for Patents, P. O. Box 1450, 
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450, on this 14th day of September, 2005. 



Dated: September 14, 2005 



McDonnell Boehnen Hulbert & Berghoff 
300 South Wacker Drive 
Chicago, Illinois 60606 
Tel: (312)913-0001 
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In the Application of: 



Yan et ai 



Before the Action: 
R. Hayes 



Serial No. 
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Group Art Unit: 1647 
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July 19, 2000 
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VGF Polypeptides and Methods 
of Treating VGF-Related 
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Mail Stop Issue Fee 
Commissioner for Patents 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

COMMENTS ON STATEMENT OF REASONS FOR ALLOWANCE 

Sir: 

In Response to the Examiner's reasons for allowance in the Notice of 
Allowability mailed Jime 14, 2005, Applicants wish to make the following comments. 
Applicants believe that the term "variants" as used in the Examiner's reasons for 
allowance does not include, variations of SEQ ID NO: 7 that would not affect the activity 
of SEQ ID NO: 7, for example changing an alanine to a valine. Applicants have 
reviewed the prosecution history of the application and have not found any comments 
that contradict this interpretation of the term "variants," either by the Examiner or by 
Applicants. Furthermore, Applicants respectfully contend that a contrary interpretation 
would inequitably permit the invention to be practiced without incurring infringement 
liability. 

In addition, Applicants note that, consistent with the Examiner's comments on 
page 5 of the Office Action mailed 2/19/04, the VGF fusion polypeptides can comprise 
the VGF fusion polypeptide of SEQ ID NO: 7 fused either directly or indirectly {i.e. via a 
linker sequence) to a heterologous amino acid sequence cited in the claims. 

Applicants respectfully request that if the Examiner does not agree with 



Applicant's interpretation of his Reasons for Allowance, that the case be withdrawn from 
issuance and prosecution reopened to clarify on the record the scope of their claims to 
VGF fusion polypeptides. 

Respectfully submitted, 

McDonnell Boehnen Hulbert & Berghoff LLP 



Date: September 14, 2005 By: 




